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MARGO A. FEINBERG (100655)

DANIEL E. CURRY (297412)

JULIE S. ALARCON (316063)

SCHWARTZ, STEINSAPIR, DOHRMANN & SOMMERS, LLP
6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2000

Los Angeles, California 90048

Telephone: (323) 655-4700

Fax: (323) 655-4488

Attorneys for Michael Sanchez, Jonathan Galescu, Richard Ortiz, and International Union,
United Automobile, Aerospace And Agricultural Workers Of America, AFL-CIO

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION OF JUDGES

TESLA, INC., Case Nos.  32-CA-197020
32-CA-197058
Respondent, 32-CA-197091
32-CA-197197
and 32-CA-200530
32-CA-208614
MICHAEL SANCHEZ, an Individual, 32-CA-210879

Charging Party,
CHARGING PARTIES’ OPPOSITION
and TO RESPONDENT’S REQUEST FOR
SPECIAL PERMISSION TO APPEAL
JONATHAN GALESCU, an Individual, ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S
ORDER DENYING RESPONDENT’S
Charging Party, MOTION TO DISMISS, REQUEST FOR
DE NOVO REVIEW, AND MOTION FOR
and JUDGEMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW

RICHARD ORTIZ, an Individual,
Charging Party,
and
INTERNATIONAL UNION, UNITED
AUTOMOBILE, AEROSPACE AND
AGRICULTURAL WORKERS OF
AMERICA, AFL-CIO,

Charging Party.

ID 359797 CHARGING PARTIES' OPPOSITION TO RESPONDENT’S REQUEST FOR SPECIAL PERMISSION TO APPEAL
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The Charging Parties in Case Nos. 32-CA-197020, et al., oppose Respondent Tesla, Inc.’s

August 24, 2018 Request For Special Permission to Appeal Administrative Law Judge’s

August 10, 2018 Order Denying Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss, Request For De Novo Review,

and Motion For Judgment As A Matter Of Law for the reasons stated in the General Counsel’s

August 30, 2018 Opposition.

Charging Parties respectfully request that the Board deny Respondent’s Request for

Special Permission to Appeal from the Judge’s Order Denying Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss.

If, however, the Board permits the Appeal, Charging Parties respectfully request that the Board

affirm the Judge’s August 10, 2018 Order and deny Respondent’s Request for De Novo Review

and its Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law.

DATED: September 4, 2018

SCHWARTZ, STEINSAPIR, DOHRMANN
& SOMMERS LLP

MARGO A. FEINBERG

DANIEL E. CURRY

JULIE S. ALARCON
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¥ MARGO A.FEINBERG
Attorneys for Charging Parties Micha€l Sanchez,
Jonathan Galescu, Richard Ortiz, and International Union,
United Automobile, Aerospace and Agricultural Workers of
America, AFL-CIO
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

RENEE CARNES certifies as follows:

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California; I am over the

age of eighteen years and am not a party to this action; my business address is 6300
Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2000, Los Angeles, California 90048-5268.

On September 4, 2018, I caused the foregoing document(s) described as

CHARGING PARTIES’ OPPOSITION TO RESPONDENT’S REQUEST FOR SPECIAL
PERMISSION TO APPEAL ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S ORDER DENYING
RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS, REQUEST FOR DE NOVO REVIEW, AND
MOTION FOR JUDGEMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW

to be served upon the person(s) shown below as follows:

Edris W.I. Rodriguez-Ritchie Noah J. Garber

National Labor Relations Board, Region 32 National Labor Relations Board, Region 32
1301 Clay Street, Suite 300N 1301 Clay Street, Suite 300N

Oakland, CA 94612-5224 Oakland, CA 94612-5224

Mark Ross, Esq. Administrative Law Judge Amita Tracy
Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP National Labor Relations Board

Four Embarcadero Center, Suite 17 Division of Judges

San Francisco, CA 94111-4158 901 Market Street, Suite 300

X

San Francisco, CA 94103

placing it (them) for collection and mailing on that same date following the
ordinary business practices of Schwartz, Steinsapir, Dohrmann & Sommers LLP,
at its place of business, located at 6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 2000,

Los Angeles, California 90048-5268. I am readily familiar with the business
practices of Schwartz, Steinsapir, Dohrmann & Sommers LLP for collection and
processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service.
Pursuant to said practices the envelope(s) would be deposited with the United
States Postal Service that same day, with postage thereon fully prepaid, at Los
Angeles, California, in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on
motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if the postal cancellation
date or postage meter date on the envelope is more than one day after the date of
deposit for mailing in the affidavit. (C.C.P. §1013a(3))

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on September 4, 2018 at Los Angeles, California.

fnet

RENEE CARNES
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